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now set before itself : swaraj for India, and the Khilafat
demands. This meant that nationalism and Khilafatism
were now organically related, as the avowed twin objects
of the entire country. Naturally, Muslims, especially edu-
cated Muslims, thought in terms of the Khilafat more than
did Hindus.
We have indicated that the Muslim League also joined,
however timidly, in the national movement. For some
years it had been holding its annual sessions at the same
time and place as the Congress, showing the mutual sym-
pathy. It continued this practice for a while even when the
Congress began to leave its gentlemanly and English-speak-
ing nationalism for something more virile and lower-middle-
class, as it did in 1919 and 1920. In the latter year, Shawkat
'all persuaded the League Council to adopt the Non-co-opera-
tion programme. The right wing of both Congress and League
had been enticed away by the Montford Reforms; the re-
mainder was willing to be won over to progress. However,
the Khilafat Committee continued to represent many more
Muslims than the League, and to do so more ably and more
staunchly. The KhilSfat movement was, in fact, more
radical and more aggressive than the Congress.
Muhammad 4all and his deputation returned to India
in October, 1920. In England they had achieved nothing :
conservatives, of course, paid no attention to Indian
deputations asking for * justice '; while more progressive folk
felt little sympathy for pleas to help reimpose Turkish
imperialism on subject peoples who had just finished fighting
to throw off that imperialism and to free themselves. Besides,
the hatred and contempt for Turkey in which the British
people had been long nurtured, were strong* So were the
hatred and contempt for the war and all its implications;
the British populace wished to forget it. The result of the
mission's failure was to turn the Indian Khilafatists more
to national questions ; Muhammad 'all on landing in Bom-
bay urged Muslims to join with Hindus in freeing India, for
without that no Khilafat freedom was possible.
He found that in India the Khilafat and SwarSj move-